To Quin Sboa Harold Weisbarg re JFK Aasaa^iinatiou Racords 8/18/78 
Attached Uiiciear ^rial JDFO 

Prior to sending you this aa part of the appoal I desired a confinsdng opinion. 

* now liavo conTiz*satiorA tliat thie record* was icade available at the National Arohives 
when tho Viarriai ^ocir^a.ion roconls wre first op&ued. I believe it was publiahea 
in facsimile and without any exclsioixs* 

Wore none of this was it neeeseary in an kLetordcai case in parti- 

cular to withhold anything? Sven if the withholding wan within the eoenptions, as I 
do not believe, what ne^ iapeiled the PBI to go to this extra work and cost? There 
is noiie. I b«^ov6 it is a cowhination of hjrraousaent and intent to fSaSce co:upIitmc»? 
with FX>lk as costly and cunbersome aa iX>ssible a* part ot' tlia FBI’s long visible 
campaign against F0IA« 

Xii this cuae the proaent FBI ia withholding what its Pounding Director ordered 
not bo withhold. The *h number of t: ouoanda of records like thia that he ordered be 
disclosed without any exciaiona can’t be counted, there are that many. So I again 
ask w}iy now, about 15 years later, does tho FBI doat it? When is it to stop and the 
wasted costs to stop and the d^iiala and harassment to stdp? 

This reprs-scoits, I believe, the kind of peraotise that ro^ixLrea tbs reprocessing 
of the entire file. represents a ^ind-set against disclosures and of nonr-compLlanco. 

This partloular case, if ay recollection is correct, is also recorded in the 
logs of the police radio broadcasts and in that form, as transcribed for the Coa- 
Qistslon the FBI, was publla^ied }yy the Comjtdsaion. 

*^hio also ia not the (nily case of ooflH^chio being re-ported as carryiiig a rifle 
the xsoming of the assaasion. X know of no single prior withholding, going back to 
the publication of tho ^oimaisaionss appended 26 volumes. Not do 1 know of a single 
excision in any of these many other records, all within the public dcinain. 

Tho relevant Dallas ^oHi'je Dopea^tment files are also public dociain^ 


